Since the year 1835, when Professor Owen first described the occasional existence of that remarkable entozoon, the trichina spiralis, in the muscles of man, the attention of many anatomists and pathologists has been directed to the subject. 
experiment. Thus, in 1852, Herbst gave to three young clogs portions of the muscle of a badger in which trichina; were imbedded.
After the lapse of several months the dogs were killed, and their flesh was found to contain numerous trichina;. From the uniformity of distribution of the worms in the muscles, Herbst sup- poses that the germs must have been carried to the muscular system through the agency of the blood, although he acknowledges the difficulty of explaining how the comparatively large ova of these worms were absorbed from the intestinal canal into the vascular system, and then extruded into the muscular apparatus.
During the last few months several experiments have been performed in Germany by Virchow,1 Leuckart,2 and Zenker,3 which have apparently cleared up many of the difficulties which previously surrounded the question. These In each ovum ( Fig. 1) The conclusions which may be drawn from the experiment I have now related appear to me to be the following:?The interval which had elapsed between the feeding and the death of the cat had given time for the trichinae which it had swallowed to propagate in its intestine. Many of the young trichinae still remained in the gut, and constituted the thread-like worms which I have described as existing there. Others had emigrated from the gut, and, after working their way into the muscles, had become encysted. The cysts themselves exhibited all the characters of having been recently formed; for they were almost perfectly transparent, and they exhibited no deposition of calcareous particles either in their walls or cavities; besides, there was an absence of fatty degeneration in the muscular fiWes surrounding them, and of the deposition of fat-cells in their vicinity. Lest it might be supposed that the thread-like worms found in the intestine of this cat were derived from the ascarides dwelling there, I examined the intestinal mucus of a healthy cat, to which no trichina flesh had been given, but in whose canal living ascarides were present, but no trace of such worms were seen. Moreover, it must be borne in mind, that whilst the ascaris mystax appears exclusively to inhabit the duodenum and jejunum, the thread-like worms were found both in the lai ?ge and small intestine. But, whilst the conclusions which I have drawn tend to explain, more satisfactorily than any other, the sequence of events, yet it must be confessed that certain links are still wanting to render the chain of evidence complete. In such an extensive emigration as must here have taken place, one would have expected to have found indications of the passage of the worm through the intestinal wall; but, although I examined microscopically several dozens of sections made through different parts of the wall, I could see no trace of such passage, neither could I find any worms lying free in the peritoneal cavity. It 
